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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to the amendment filed on 13 April 2006. 

2. Claims 1-14 and 27-34 are pending in the application. 

3. Claims 1-14 and 27-34 have been rejected. 

4. Claims 15-26 have been cancelled. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-4, 7, 8, 10-14 and 27-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Flitcroft et al U.S. Patent No. 6,636,833 Bl. 

As to claim 1, Flitcroft et al discloses a method of obstructing identity crimes, the method 
comprising: 

obtaining a list of at least two identity verifiers, each identity verifier to be 
used for no more than one transaction [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]; 
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linking the list of identity verifiers to at least one numerical identifier 
associated with a registered user, the registered user selected from the group 
consisting of persons and entities [column 11, lines 15-19]; 

providing the list of identity verifiers to the registered user [column 9 line 
64 to column 10 line 18]; 

enabling the registered user to provide security information to be 
associated with one of the identity verifiers, the information pertaining to an 
intended transaction [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]; 

receiving a numerical identifier from a requesting party, the requesting 
party having obtained the numerical identifier from a transaction initiator 
claiming to be associated with the numerical identifier [column 27, lines 15-50]; 

receiving an identity verifier from the requesting party, the requesting 
party having obtained the numerical identifier from a transaction initiator 
claiming to be associated with the numerical identifier [column 27, lines 15-50]; 

determining whether the received identity verifier is within the list of 
identity verifiers linked to the received numerical identifier [column 27, lines 15- 
50]; and 

communicating information to the requesting party indicating whether the 
received identity verifier is within the list of identity verifiers linked to the 
received numerical identifier [column 27, lines 15-50]; and 

sending to the requesting party any security message associated with the 
received identity verifier to enable the requesting party to compare the security 
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message with a transaction being conducted by the transaction initiator [column 
27, lines 15-50]. 

As to claim 2, Flitcroft et al discloses that the communicating information step signals 
that the received identity verifier has not been used before and is within the list of identity 
verifiers linked to the received numerical identifier by sending a verification transaction 
identifier to the requesting party [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]. 

As to claims 3 and 32, Flitcroft et al discloses the method further comprising: 

(a) determining whether the identity verifier received from the requesting 
party has been used before [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]; and 

(b) communicating information to the requesting party signaling whether 
the identity verifier has been used before [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]. 

As to claim 4, Flitcroft et al suggests archiving the identity verifier and the verification 
transaction identifier [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]. 

As to claims 7, 8, 10 and 31, Flitcroft et al discloses that the at least one numerical 
identifier is a drivers license number, bank account number or a credit card number [column 9 
line 64 to column 10 line 18]. 

As to claims 1 1 and 30, Flitcroft et al discloses receiving a uniqueness suffix and wherein 
determining whether the received identity verifier is within the list of identity verifiers linked to 
the received numerical identifier further comprises determining whether the received identity 
verifier is within the list of identity verifiers linked to the received numerical identifier and the 
received uniqueness suffix [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/679,9 1 6 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2131 

As to claim 12, Flitcroft et al suggest discloses receiving a numerical identifier. Flitcroft 
et al discloses receiving an identity verifier and communicating information to the requesting 
party are performed by voice communications over a phone line [abstract]. 

As to claim 13, Flitcroft et al discloses that receiving a numerical identifier, receiving an 
identity verifier and communicating information to the requesting party are performed through 
electronic communication through a wide area network [abstract]. 

As to claim 14, Flitcroft et al discloses a method of determining whether an identity 
verifier is required to be submitted in a particular transaction, the method comprising the steps 
of: 

(a) obtaining a list of at least two identity verifiers, each identity verifier to 
be used for no more than one transaction [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]; 

(b) linking the list of identity verifiers to at least one unique numerical 
identifier wherein the numerical identifier is associated with a registered user 
selected from a group consisting of persons and entities [column 1 1, lines 15-19]; 

(c) creating categories of transactions [column 6 line 66 to column 7 line 

16]; 

(d) receiving instructions from the registered user designating the 
categories of transactions that require an identity verifier and designating the 
categories of transactions that do not require an identity verifier [column 6 line 66 
to column 7 line 16]; 
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(e) receiving a numerical identifier from a requesting party, the requesting 
party having obtained the numerical identifier from a transaction initiator 
claiming to be associated with the numerical identifier [column 27, lines 15-50]; 

(f) receiving information from the requesting party specifying the type of 
transaction occurring [column 16, lines 43-62]; 

(g) determining whether the transaction requires the use of an identity 
verifier [column 16, lines 43-62]; and 

(h) communicating information to the requesting party wherein the 
information communicated indicates whether an identity verifier is required for 
the specified transaction [column 16, lines 43-62]. 

As to claim 27, Flitcroft et al discloses a method of obstructing identity crimes, the 
method comprising: 

associating a plurality of identity verifiers with a registered user, each of 
the identity verifiers to be used for a single transaction [column 9 line 64 to 
column 10 line 18]; 

receiving from the registered user at least one security message, each 
security message corresponding to one of the plurality of identity verifiers 
[column 11, lines 15-19]; 

associating each security message provided by the registered user to the 
corresponding identity verifier [column 11, lines 15-19]; 
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receiving one of the plurality of identity verifiers from a requesting party, 
the requesting party having received the one identity verifier from a transaction 
initiator [column 11, lines 15-19]; 

determining whether the one identity verifier received from the requesting 
party is associated with a corresponding security message [column 27, lines 15- 
50]; and 

transmitting to the requesting patty an indication of whether the one 
identity verifier received from the requesting party is associated with a 
corresponding security message [column 27, lines 15-50]. 
As to claim 28, Flitcroft et al discloses that transmitting the message associated with the 
received identity verifier includes enabling the requesting party to compare the message 
pertaining to the transaction with a transaction initiated by the transaction initiator. 

As to claim 29, Flitcroft et al discloses a method of protecting numerical identifiers 
associated with registered users, the method comprising: 

obtaining at least one registered user; 

obtaining a list for each registered user, each list including at least one 
numerical identifier, each numerical identifier included in the list associated with 
the registered user [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]; 

obtaining at least two identity verifiers for each registered user, each 
identity verifier to be used in only one transaction [column 9 line 64 to column 10 
line 18]; 
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associating each of the at least two identity verifiers with the 
corresponding registered user [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]; and 

transmitting to each registered user the at least two identity verifiers 
associated with the registered user, each of the identity verifiers enabling the 
registered user to verify to a requesting party any the numerical identifier from the 
list [column 11, lines 15-19], and each of the identity verifiers capable of 
verifying the selected numerical identifier [column 1 1, lines 15-19]. 
As to claim 33, Flitcroft et al discloses a system for protecting numerical identifiers of 
registered users, the system comprising: 

an input device configured to obtain a corresponding list for each of a 
plurality of registered users, each list including at least one numerical identifier, 
the input device being further configured to obtain at least two identity verifiers 
for each of the plurality of registered users [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 
18]; 

a database configured to associate each of the plurality of registered users 
with the corresponding list of the at least one numerical identifier, the database 
being further configured to associate each of the at least two identity verifiers 
with the corresponding registered user [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]; 
and 

a communications device configured to transmit to each registered user the 
at least two identity verifiers associated with the registered user [column 9 line 64 
to column 10 line 18], each of the identity verifiers enabling the registered user to 
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verify to requesting parties any numerical identifier selected from the list by the 
registered user [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18], and each of the identity 
verifiers being capable of verifying the selected numerical identifier in any one 
transaction [column 11, lines 15-19], 
As to claim 34, Flitcroft et al discloses a system of obstructing identity crimes, the system 
comprising: 

an input device configured to obtain a list of at least two identity verifiers 
to be associated with a registered user [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18], 
the registered user selected from the group consisting of persons and entities, each 
identity verifier to be used for no more than one transaction, the input device 
further configured to enable the registered user to provide a security message to 
be associated with one of the identity verifiers [column 9 line 64 to column 10 
line 18], the security message indicating information pertaining to an intended 
transaction [column 9 line 64 to column 10 line 18]; 

a database configured to link the list of identity verifiers to at least one 
numerical identifier associated with the registered user [column 11, lines 15-19], 
the database further configured to link a security message to one of the identity 
verifiers if the registered user has provided such a security message [column 11, 
lines 15-19]; 

a communication device configured to receive a numerical identifier and 
an identity verifier from a requesting party, the requesting party having obtained 
the numerical identifier and the identity verifier from a transaction initiator 
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claiming to be associated with the numerical identifier [column 11, lines 15-19], 
the communication device further configured to transmit to the requesting party 
information indicating whether the received identity verifier is within the list of 
identity verifiers linked to the received numerical identifier and whether a security 
message has been associated with the received identity verifier [column 27, lines 
15-50]; and 

a processing device configured to determine whether the received identity 
verifier is within the list of identity verifiers linked in the database to the received 
numerical identifier [column 27, lines 15-50], the processing device further 
configured to determine whether the received identity verifier is associated with a 
security message [column 27, lines 15-50]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Flitcroft et al U.S. 

Patent No. 6,636,833 Bl as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Kuhns et al U.S. 

Patent No. 6,047,281. 

As to claim 5 5 Flitcroft et al does not teach storing public information about the registered 
user" whose identity is to be verified. Flitcroft et al does not teach creating at least two categories 
of requesting parties. Flitcroft et al does not teach receiving instructions from the registered user 
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regarding what public information is allowed to be released to each of the at least two categories 
of requesting party. Flitcroft et al does not teach determining the category of the requesting 
party. Flitcroft et al does not teach communicating the appropriate public information to the 
requesting party pursuant to the instructions from the registered user. 

Kuhns et al teaches storing public information about the registered user whose identity is 
to be verified [column 1, lines 22-38]. Kuhns et al teaches creating at least two categories of 
requesting parties. Kuhns et al teaches receiving instructions from the registered user regarding 
what public information is allowed to be released to each of the at least two categories of 
requesting party. Kuhns et al teaches determining the category of the requesting party [column 
16, lines 1-46]. Kuhns et al teaches communicating the appropriate public information to the 
requesting party pursuant to the instructions from the registered user [column 17, lines 24-48]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Flitcroft et al so that there would have been public 
information stored about the registered user whose identity is to be verified. There would have 
been at least two categories created of requesting parties. The registered user would have sent 
messages regarding what public information is allowed to be released to each of the at least two 
categories of requesting party. The category of the requesting party would have been 
determined. The appropriate public information would have been sent to the requesting party 
pursuant to the instructions from the registered user. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Flitcroft et al by the teaching of Kuhns et al because it 
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helps eliminate fraud and protects the general public from individuals with criminal records 
[column 2 } lines 30-50]. 

8. Claims 6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Flitcroft 
et al U.S. Patent No. 6,636,833 Bl as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Shkedy U.S. Patent No. 6,236,972. 

As to claims 6 and 9, Flitcroft et al does not teach that the at least one numerical 
identifier is a social security number or a phone number. 

Shkedy teaches an identifier being a social security number or a phone number [column 
13, lines 16-29]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Flitcroft et al so that the pseudorandom number 
would have been replaced by the social security number or the phone number of the user. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Flitcroft et al by the teaching of Shkedy because both of 
those numbers are unique and easily remembered [column 13, lines 16-29]. 
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Conclusion 



9. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Aravind K. Moorthy whose telephone number is 571-272-3793. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz R. Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Aravind K Moorthy 
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